CHAPTER X
LABORATORY AND OTHER CONTROL
THE necessity for suitable buildings, clean methods of production and
distribution, and healthy herds, with a view to elimination of bacteria,
pathogenic or otherwise, from milk has already received suitable emphasis.
To ensure that the processes of milk production and distribution are carried
out in a proper manner, some form of control is necessary to ensure that all
statutory requirements are maintained and that the milk produced satisfies
certain desirable standards. This requirement may be attained in one of
three ways :
(1)  By personal supervision.
(2)  By laboratory control.
(3)  By a combination of the two  methods.
(1) Personal Supervision
A multiplicity of legislation is available whose object is to ensure that
the production and distribution of milk are carried out in a suitably hygienic
manner.  Legal enactments, indefinite though they may be, lay down certain
general standards as to structural conditions in cowsheds and dairies, health
of animals, cleansing  of premises and utensils,  and the methods to be
employed in the  distribution  of  milk.    There can be little doubt that
frequent visits and proper supervision are required to ensure that plant,
methods and premises satisfy these legal requirements, and also to establish
the fact that the health of animals is being supervised by frequent clinical
examinations.    The idea behind visits of inspection is that the procedure,
if consistently and properly carried out, would give a proximate indication
of the quality of nxilk likely to be produced on the premises under review.
Without any doubt, a great deal of good has been accomplished in this way
and further benefit is likely to  accrue  in  future, but  this procedure, if
properly undertaken, is expensive in time and money, while, in addition, it
has distinct limitations.    It should be borne in mind that no matter how
good the premises or equipment may be, good results can only be obtained
when the personnel use the equipment provided with judgment.    Although
this is readily granted, two questions immediately arise when considering
personal supervision :
(a) Does frequent inspection, together with apparently satisfactory methods
of production and compliance with the standards prescribed by a multiplicity of
legislation, ensure the production of clean, safe milk ?
(&) Are all animals yielding milk containing pathogenic bacteria readily
detected by clinical examinations at frequent intervals ?
The answer to the former question is mainly in the negative. Producers of
designated milks, working to a specific standard, can generally be trusted
to maintain the necessary standard with reasonable regularity. For the
bulk of milk producers of the country, however, there is no standard to
which they are required to attain, and therefore they may do as they please
within certain limits ; it should be mentioned that these are very wide
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